3ubi: Wcu>Uaj£ update 

Date: ')<p 1 0 - i t> 22:23:04 Ef>T. i ^ 

•-arn: Uon/5 \y^Q \J> 

Continuing on mv tncrrv read c*r Harold Weisberc’s "Case Open.” I’ve come 

Mu '. >«*m M’ . Mu* ftr.nl ev-mwli* of Hilh«da»ice l»e’s inade* 

i.) * * 

- ervthmg p: c'.'ieiw to ti:::: it pure vitriol without a tract: of pteef): 

Re Rosetnuiv Willis, p. 13 (the following 2 patugiaplo): 

[Posner] has another quote: ”'ln that ill's! split second, 1 thought il was ^ 
firecracker. But within maybe one tenth of i second, I knew it was a gunshot 
...1 think l probably turned to look toward the noise, toward tlic Book 
TVjHicilnry."' 

Who Posner quotes here he do*rs not say it is not the W litis girl. Ten 
year olds a.v not likely to be able to understand v. •»«*) one tenth ot a 
m*coiju »:>. roMU i, iiioumu ui irmne, m.\ who be quoting. iia-> ins 

footnote Tv' here. 

f end of Weisberg excerpt) 

T om-*s Wri«ihrro thinks his r routers nrr* as slonnv as bp is and won't bother 

O <J • * •* 

to check on wbat footnote 19 actually is. Surprise, surprire. Wcicherg is 
from Posner, p. 321. Footnote 19, on p. 353, read:*: 

19. Moscniaty Willis interview with Marcia Smith Burk, 1979. 

So, let’s summarize: Weisberg says it’s not Willis who gives that statement, 
then claims Posner fails back on a foul note rather than sav who he’s quoting. 
Of rour^e il |.mis out !h;,j| Willis iutl«-pd made that rommenl in an interview 

16 years later, when she’s perfectly capable ef understanding '.vital "one-tenth 
ot a second u», ami Posner indeed source., her quote in.... hey!... footiiotc 
19. 

1 don't understand how the folks here who bold Wcisbcrg up to sonic pedestal 
takes him at all seriously if lilts is the sui t v»f scholarship he uses. 




l>ubj: New Technology? 

Utter w4 10 1 8 j EDI 

Kram: L)avidS325 



♦ 



> The author presented some of the new evidence to Governor Coniially duiiiHi a 
telephone 

> conversation in May 1992. 



Fosiioi pic^cnled mime ucw evidence ovci Inc phone*: iiilcieding fantasy. Why 
would Connailv except Posner s version over, nay, the expens on the tkSCA? 

DonZ espouses all Posner s ’new evidence' williout question. 
DisinforrnalionaJisfs nonsense. Since JBC has passed over to the other 
side, It's no woildri Don sit*'*: fit to use tins 1>»I of gmtvige to holster 
Roller. V. can’t be refuted. At feast net bv JBC, who never ones. ovr.r30 
vrorr>, changed !;ia testimony. 

BTW, Posner has prrsenied ziirh in the way of new evidence. 

> p. 7: "One thing, on’v is dear about Failure Analysis: Posner does net say 
this elaborate and 

> costlv work was done for hint. fTow<*wr hi’; u/ritinu i* carefully drnigyird In 

»vcl!sc 

/ impression *!»ui d was dsnc »»«r • > » i * • . 

> Posner, p. 50.1: ’T*r. Robert Pi/.iaii, of Paiiurc Analysis Associates, ami 
Ur. Michael West have 

> done some or the most sophisticated uinipulei enhancement work on the 
Zapruder film. 



2 They not only CAVE ME ACCESS TO THEm F.NHANCP.MEN'rS AMD UNDERLYING TESTS 

[emphasis 

> mine] but also patiently guided ine through the intricacies ot the 
ballistics issues." 

Don, You quoted Wcisbcrc. then Posner, and f naturally) you trusted Posner 



J "Dr. Robert Pi^idi, ol Failure Analysis Associates 

HziaJi doesn t work for FAa. Posnei put inis dksiiiformuiion in ins book, 
and so vou must therefore post it here as the truth - right? No error too 

t \J .. il Uji UL »•- hi CUiVliti • .1-. * V l*N *. » i i *i : \ ' 1 * , 1 J .1. Itiitjl 

is smnrthimv other than bring pnjuier’s wiotfri d Ivlehei of dUittfe.nrtAl'tOfi i 
and post here who Piaiati actually works for. 

Here 3 a hint: Pi/.uili represented the priircriiuoii side ot die Meek 1 ml 

by vii luc of a simple com flip, hau iic been on die oilici side, rosuci may 
verv well been consulting an actual employee ot Paa Roger :vict .army, wiu> 
headed the successful detense et Oswald, As Wctsberg wrote: "It all failed 
in the terms in which lie misuses if". Posner knew it. He just ignored it. 

He had no book otherwise, 

Pr«ner arcordino to MrCarthv tit;i*i| FA A V. data without it’<* v/riften 

o «■ * 

approval. The*' consider his conobtsiojif *. joke. As \vc!! as a 
lUisrcprcscn t tit ion of the work 1 !!LV did. 

rv'iicit THEY did was TWO compuici studies. one ’piovmg’ Oswald could have done 
it aione, and one proving conspiracy; tnen riippeo a coin to decide who 
defends what, hor those of v v mi who only know Posner's version ... I'hc 
entire process was a promotional gimmick to sell FAA's line of software al a 



ioiifciciit'c of iiic Alltel iluii iiai aaSin.iatiutt. file tCMtii vu tin: ' tviock i itai 
was a nuni> jury. 

Yet these tarts will not be found m Case Hosed. One eau only wonder what 
was on Posner’s mind as lie chose sides. Wasn’t the truth. 

Pari I 



Siiuj: New Twit? 2 
Date: 94 iO iv 00:05:37 EDT 
From: Uavid&i'JS 

Paul 2 

> l didn’t understand hew the folks here who hold Weisbeig up to soruc pedestal 
takes him at 

s aii bctiimaly if tins is ihc boil vii .villukitbiiip lie uses. 

What is there to not understand? 

Weisberfc has spent a large portion or his life correcting, 

disin format lonaiisl, like Posner and Jim Moore. Tlicy can’t ignore him. so 

then.' nvnjd him. Posnrr sr**nl \ rlttyit rnnino hi*; Hies, vet iertorrd liter tnfn 

that destroyed his ’themfek Go figure. 

V/visbevr/ri complaint in that Posner claims ic ha\ c iCtul the entire — li volumes 
u«.aj" •• and pvlmk In .jJ;>o indexed). V* i ihiiviyhoiii « ilieie is 

virtually no relevant references to the testimony wrrmn it. He instead 
reties on people like Jim Moore, or worse. Ins own interviews and his 
personal opinions based on them. Or even even worse, noiicontrniporaucous 
statements made years after the fact. Or even worse worse worse: Phone 

conversations detailing 'new technology’. 

Case in point point poi.it: Ilia rendering of John Connolly ao suddenly 
imli&l i i cm :d by In* ’new technology*. Of coutsc ihc new Icclmolugy lie 
presented to JBC will never be known; it was a phone conversation alter all 



I challcntre all those who frequent this forum lo lead either 'Deep Politics 
and the Drath of fFK’ hv Peter D»!r Scott or The Man Who Knew 7 bo Much' by 
Dick Russell. Then read Posners’ Case Closed for visa-versa). Sec for 
yourselves what lurks out there ir. the real world of political deception. 

”BU*2k ib white auu wiiiic ib huu.k. U*b iiuough die looking giobb people . 

IMHO, CC seems like a cartoon version of how the events transpired. His 
graphics explaining the SBT is nothing but a mockery of the truth. 

> Don 

Daw 

To tne rulers or the state then, it to any, it beiongs the right to 
use falsehood, to deceive either enemies or their own ati/ens, tor the 

j i*- i nv nut itl nw r-t’-e ip:*’ uicUU* . i • Uu« . . i i ; 



3 , sect. 339 



Hi*- Hr*pi|hli»- bru»l 



oubj: DaviiJS325 

Dale: v4 hi 1 •'» u4:08: 24 EDT 

From: Donz^ 

You lt.'x 1 1 call of my posts disinformation all von want. All I ask for is actual 
refutation of llnl ’Ttisinformidion.” Thu* far lltf only ilrm you’ve offered i* 
the identity of Dr. Robert Ptaiali. If that's the. most in: mil lapse Posner 
has committed, it ain't much. 

Re Weisberg: 

What's curious is that I gave an actual, specific quote out of Weisberg's 
book, then refuted it with an actual specific auote from Posner. Weisberg was 
4 |(i*:irlv slonpv in his .ilt irl: mi Posner re Ro«?em;»ry Willis. He* arrused Posner 
of making up .i quote, «• hen tn fact Pi*r.u?r sources that quote as coming 
direct!'? uTnii V?’ dJ;,». Ar»* you willing u*< c.cn*ccde. • «*«.» •••nad p\»nii ■ 

For the rest oi weisberg’s charges (at least up to p. 20 or so: I'm stili 
reading it), that's alt he’s doing: leveling chaiges and accusations without 
a tracsT of ANYTHING to prove it. Thai may be entertaining to some, but it 
offers nothing in the foitti of a real rebuttal. 



Again: Tm giving you chapter and verse; 2 s you disagree, how about refuting 
it with chapter and verse? All I‘m sccir.p, i:: arc silly statements such as 
" fantasy,” "ilistiifoi iiialionalud’a itoiiaefisc," “masking die Until, civ.. I ms 
is rhetoric, not rrhutfai. 



Kaivtid W ctahei 

Date: 44 tO 06 i2:i /:4S F l/T 
From: Hostel 1925 

fMilchefl M.irjio) 

'icu'C. or . on i iv la» • heard recent references to Harold wcisbcn>’s Case Open, 
rr "mi h •>. >m- bt.iildr firiditm i rmr. r.ill C-mdl .mil ( Irnl a I tytf) |i Flh 

< u 1 «.* ♦ 

aveunc 1:1 New York. 

Harold has been i?inp > aUv.it the Aasaaduation :nticc U'&T Uin work has 
NEViiK been acmnndy tluiiaii^ai, In loci the F ti.I. c citified in <. end lii ti 
ne knows more about tin: , assassination than they iio. 

lie was a principle research source lor posner’s Case < ’loscd, w horn he takes tn 
lost, $o effectively in ‘- d.se Open. 

He has written several bocks on the assassination, ami 1 will lint them here 
uni tell wui lw>u/ t«i or. ler il»<*nt. 

hit wash: !1tc Report on the V/ itren Report 27.00 
VVIutcvcash i: Ha*. 1221 .Secret Service. Cav orup 7.23 

t v** 1 } i m * * Mr-|» "Mioimr.M'ti ixcuttCiljr./v^t^i^tijaiKni rupo 

whitewash iv top Secret j FK assassination transcript 7J5 
Post Mortem The. I FK Assassination Cpvcrop Smashed 12.50 
Oswald In New Orleans 27.00 
Frame Up The MLK/J antes Earl Ray case 12.50 

I urpr anyone sinrcrrtv jntrrrstnl in the IFK assnsdnnfmn In rnntart Harold 
Weisbert* ii : 

7627 Old Uedever Road 
Ficviciivk, iviutviuiui 



ji/uj 

Hogtc 











